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In the name of Allah, the Gracious, the Merciful 
The Question: 


What do you say — may Allah bless and favour you — about the Turkish state 
and the Christians — may Allah curse them both: are they greater in kufr? And 
which of the two should be triumphant over the other? Please answer in 
detail. May Allah reward you with jannah, amin! 


The Answer: 


All praise is due to Allah, and may His salah and salam be upon he, after whom, 
no prophet comes. Know — may Allah bless you — that the kufr of these — the 
accursed Turkish state — is more severe than the kufr of the Jews and 
Christians, and their damage upon Islam and the Muslims is greater than that 
of the Christians by large; and that is because they are murtaddun from Islam, 
and the murtadd from Islam is more severe in kufr than the kafir asli, as will be 
shown from conclusive adillah and clear proofs. 


Shaykh al-Islam Muhammad b. ‘Abdil-Wahhab — may Allah have mercy on him 
— said in “al-‘ashr ad-darajat” where he spoke about the saying of the Highest: 
“And [He revealed] that the masajid are for Allah, so do not invoke with Allah 
anyone.” (al-Jinn 18) he said: “The tenth: That the caller upon other than Allah, 
jiziyah is not accepted from him like it is accepted from the Jews and the 
Christians, and their women are not married like the women of the Jews and 
the Christians are married, for they are more severe in their kufr, and all from 
this degree, had you done these with them, some of those who were with you 
will leave you behind.” So he — may Allah have mercy on him — clarified that 
the kufr of the one who calls upon other than Allah is more severe than the 
kufr of the Jews and Christians, because of his riddah from Islam, not because 
he’s a mushirk. So jiziyah is not accepted from the murtadd, and his 
slaughtering is not permitted, and his women are not to be married, in 
opposition to the people of the book, and because his repentance is not 
accepted according to what has been authentically narrated from (the 
prophet) may the salah and salam of Allah be upon him: “Whoever changes his 
din, then kill him.” 


And Shaykh al-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah said, answering a question regarding the 
nusayriyyah and their hukm and what he says regarding them: “All praise is 
due to Allah the Lord of ‘alamin, these people named the nusayriyyah, them 
and the rest of al-Qaramitah al-Batiniyyah are worse in their kufr than the Jews 
and Christians, rather they are worse in kufr than many of the mushrikin, and 
their damage upon the ummah of Muhammad — may the salah and salam of 
Allah be upon him — is greater than the damage from the war-waging kuffar, 
like the kuffar from the Tatar and Ifrinj and other than them; So these pretend 
with the juhhal from the Muslims to be upon tashayyu’ (and muwalah) with ahl 
al-bayt, while in reality they do not believe in Allah, or in His Messenger, or in 
His Book, or in His Commands, or in His prohibitions, or in His rewards, or in His 
punishment, or in jannah, or in the fire, or in any one of the Messengers before 
Muhammad — may the salah and salam of Allah be upon him — or in the 
religion from the aforementioned religions.” Until he said: “And the scholars of 
the Muslims have authored books exposing their secrets and making them 
obvious, and clarifying in them what they are upon of kufr and zandagah and 
ilhad in which they are worse in kufr than the Jews and Christians.” Until the 
end of his speech — may Allah have mercy on him — so he mentioned — may 
Allah have mercy on him — that these nusayriyyah are worse in kufr than the 
Jews and Christians; and that is on account of their riddah from Islam, because 
they used to pretend to be upon tashayyu’ and muwalah to ahl al-bayt, 
indicating by this that they were upon Islam, and that did not benefit them; 
because they are zanadiqah kuffar, and the zindiq is whoever shows Islam but 
hides kufr as Shaykh al-Islam mentioned. 


And he also said in what the Shaykh Muhammad b. ‘Abdil-Wahhab — may Allah 


|’ 


have mercy on him — summarized of “as-Sarim al-Maslul” after a long speech, 
he said: “And we say that the kufr is of various types, as zina is of varoius 
types,” then he mentioned all types of kaba’ir, and mentioned the types of kufr, 
until he said: “And we say that we also divide between kufr asli and riddah, for 
he (the prophet) said: ‘Whoever changes his din, then kill him.’ And he said: 
‘.commits kufr after iman.’ So to replace one’s din with kufr after iman 
necessitates killing whether he was (truly) upon it or not; on account of the 
severity of replacing (one’s din), and for this the ahkam of the murtadd are by 
ijma’ more severe than the original hukm, so we say that the murtadd is not 
killed merely for his kufr and hirabah, and this if he wants to give jiziyah in 


humility, it will not be accepted from him, and that is because to persist upon 
kufr is greater than to be upon it originally, so it is not a crime for a person who 
guides his parents or Christians, like the one who himself initiated kufr and 
entered it after his entering Islam; For this reason, Allah magnifies in the 
Qur’an the command upon the one who disbelieves in Allah after his iman, and 
likewise we say, that the one who betrays a covenant is not the same as the 
continuous muharib, just as the muhsan woman who commits zina is not the 
same as the one who fornicates before marriage. Then we say that riddah is of 
two types: the lesser, and the severe. And the origin of kufr is the same. So 
apostasy is deep kufr, which by itself is lesser and severe. So, lesser does 
nothing but kufr, and from him repentance is sought, unlike the captive of war, 
from whom it is not necessary to seek his repentance; because he was captured 
before the fighting, and this did not place the one who has disbelieved into 
apostasy, so he should not be killed until he is called in, and his repentance is 
sought from him. So is this obligatory or recommended? The jumhur are of the 
view that if he was brought back to Islam, then he is not to be killed, and it was 
narrated on the authority of Ahmad, that whoever is born upon the fitrah then 
disbelieves, he is to be killed even if he returned back to Islam, and this is the 
saying of a group; because he did not return back to a religion he was upon, 
but merely disbelieved after having iman, so he is killed like the one killed in 
war. And from the salaf were some who said: ‘Every murtadd should be killed 
even if he repents.’” And they made killing obligatory upon the rebels, as the 
killing of the one who spreads fasad in the land, and it may be said regarding 
many of these: ‘Repentance is not sought from him in any circumstance, but if 
he does repent, he is to be taken captive.’ As for the severe apostasy, then he is 
killed — according to us and according to jumhur of the salaf — even if he 
repents when the opportunity arises, such as: whoever committed riddah by 
insulting the Messenger — may the salah and salam of Allah be upon him — in 
the best known of the two narrations, as well as the one whose riddah was 
repeated, according to one of two narrations, and the same applies to the kafir 
by sihr. This is because the objective of its doer is the kufr that persists in him 
like the kafir asli, and if he is killed for this to prevent it from taking place, and 
as for the severity (of his riddah) then it is in mocking the ayat of Allah, playing 
around with His din by leaving it and returning back to it time after time, and to 
leave the glorification of the Book of Allah and His Messenger and His din. And 


if he feels secure, he commits it. And if he is able to do it, but repents, as 
happens with the zani and others, that he was one of those who were able to 
do it, but repented, his repentance is accepted, because this evil did no harm; 
for this reason he — may the salah and salam of Allah be upon him — 
commanded the killing of those who were stubborn upon their severe riddah 
during the conquest (of Makkah) such as Ibn Khatal and others, and nothing 
what preceded that was paid attention to from the rest of the kuffar, and 
likewise when Abu Bakr wrote to Khalid, commanding him to kill Banu Hanifah 
even if they returned to Islam. The Messenger of Allah — may the salah and 
salam of Allah be upon him — commanded the killing of Ibn Sarh, but he sought 
his security, so he gave him that, and after that he said: ‘Is there not a man 
among you who looked at me, silent about him, so that he would strike his 
neck?’ So in this are two matters which are permitted, if it is investigated: To 
kill him, and protect his blood. The imam would be given the option to do so, 
just as he is given the option (to kill) the captive of war, and there is nothing in 
the shar’l evidences that necessitates the protecting of blood of a murtadd who 
has embraced Islam, rather in it is evidence to that some of them, their blood is 
protected, and others may be killed, so killing the murtadd has a more serious 
reason, which is to depart from iman, and what is meant by that is to prevent 
the people from riddah, just as what is meant by punishment, is to prevent 
zina, theft, and the like.” End quote. 


What is meant here is to know that the murtaddin from this ummah are like 
those who changed their din, that they are worse in their kufr than the Jews 
and Christians, and their kufr is more severe on account of their riddah, not 
their kufr. And for that, their slaughtering is not to be eaten, and their women 
are not permissible, unlike those of the people of the book. 


And there is no doubt that these murtaddin from the Turkish soldiers and 
others are worse in their kufr than the Jews and Christians, as is known from 
the speech of Shaykh al-Islam, and as he said regarding the nusayriyyah — and 
it is known that they pretend to be upon Islam, and recite the two testimonies 
and pray the salah of jumu’ah and pray in the jama’ah, and established courts 
and judges when they took command over Egypt. However, the speech of 
Shaykh al-Islam regarding them is as you can see, and as was stated by Shaykh 
al-Islam Muhammad b. ‘Abdil-Wahhab — may Allah have mercy on him — in the 


tenth degree of his speech on the saying of the Highest: “And [He revealed] 
that the masajid are for Allah, so do not invoke with Allah anyone.” (al-Jinn 
18) 


As for loving that one party should be triumphant over another, then Shaykh 
al-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah — may Allah have mercy on him — mentioned in “al- 
Jawab as-Sahih” when He - the Highest - said: “Alif, Lam, Meem.The Romans 
have been defeated in the nearest land. But they, after their defeat, will 
overcome. Within three to nine years. To Allah belongs the command before 
and after. And that day the believers will rejoice In the victory of Allah. He 
gives victory to whom He wills.” (ar-Rum 1-5) Until the end of the ayah. 
“Sufyan b. ‘Uyaynah said in his tafsir — and he is the Shaykh of Bukhari — 
narrated to us Hajjaj from Abi az-Zinad, from his father, from ‘Urwah b. az- 
Zubayr, from Niyyar b. Mukram al-Aslami, that he said: When Allah revealed to 
His Messenger — may the salah and salam of Allah be upon him: “Alif, Lam, 
Meem.The Romans have been defeated in the nearest land.” (ar-Rum 1-3) 
until His saying: “and He is the Exalted in Might, the Merciful.” (ar-Rum 5); 
Abu Bakr went out while reciting in Makkah, raising his voice: (In the name of 
Allah, the gracious, the Merciful) “Alif, Lam, Meem.The Romans have been 
defeated in the nearest land. But they, after their defeat, will overcome. 
Within three to nine years.” So a head of the people of Makkah said to him: 
‘What is this, Oh son of Abi Quhafah, perhaps it is something that your friend 
has brought?’ He said: ‘No, by Allah, it is but the word of Allah and His speech — 
Blessed be He, the Highest.’ They said: ‘That is between us and you, if the 
Romans triumph over Persia in a few years.’ Abu Bakr agreed, so Allah gave the 
Romans a victory over Persia in less than nine (years), and due to that, many 
mushrikin became Muslim. 


Ibn Mukram said: ‘On that day, Quraysh was hoping for a Persian (victory), 
because they were a people who used to deny the resurrection and they were 
people of idols, but the mu’minun were hoping for a Roman (victory); because 
(both) they and them are people of nubuwah and iman in resurrection, so Allah 
— the Highest — revealed: “And that day the believers will rejoice In the victory 
of Allah. He gives victory to whom He wills.” (ar-Rum 5) 


And this hadith is narrated by Tirmidhi in his Jami’, wherein he reports: 
Narrated to us Muhammad b. Isma'il, narrated to us Isma’il b. Uways, who 


said: narrated to me Ibn Abi az-Zinad, from Abi az-Zinad, from ‘Urwah b. az- 
Zubayr, from Niyyar b. Mukram al-Aslami, who said: ‘when these ayat “Alif, 
Lam, Meem.The Romans have been defeated in the nearest land. But they, 
after their defeat, will overcome. Within three to nine years.” Were revealed, 
Persia prevailed over Rome, and the Muslims would love that Rome should 
triumph over Persia; That is because they were people of the book, and for that 
the Highest said: “And that day the believers will rejoice In the victory of 
Allah. He gives victory to whom He wills, and He is the Exalted in Might, the 
Merciful.” And the Quraysh would love that Persia should triumph, because 
neither were from the people of the book and did not have iman in the 
resurrection, so Allah revealed these ayat; and Abu Bakr as-Siddiq — may Allah 
be pleased with him — went out into the streets of Makkah and shouted: “Alif, 
Lam, Meem.The Romans have been defeated in the nearest land. But they, 
after their defeat, will overcome. Within three to nine years. To Allah belongs 
the command before and after.” (ar-Rum 1-4) the people of Quraysh said to 
Abu Bakr: ‘Then this is between us and you, your companion claims that Rome 
will prevail over Persia in six to nine years, why don’t we place a bet on that?’ 
So Abu Bakr and the mushrikin placed their bets, and Rome was triumphant 
over Persia over six to nine years, and for that, many people from among the 
mushrikin entered Islam.’ 


Tirmidhi said: ‘This hadith is hassan sahih gharib, we do not know It except 
through (the path of) ‘Abdur-Rahman b. Abi Zinad.’ Meaning: It is gharib from 
this path, except that it is well-known, mutawatir among the people.” And he 
mentioned some sayings similar to this from the people of tafsir and sirah, 
we'll end here for the sake of brevity. 


So it should become clear to you, that the people of Persia worshipped icons 
and idols, and that the Romans were people of the book, and that the kuffar 
from the mushrikin of Quraysh rejoiced in the victory of Persia over Rome; 
because they both worshipped icons and idols, and the Messenger of Allah — 
may the salah and salam of Allah be upon him — and his sahabah rejoiced at 
the triumph of Rome over Persia; because they are people of the book, and 
each of those two their kufr was kufr asli, and the Muslims rejoiced at the 
triumph of Rome because they were people of the book, over Persia because 
they were not from the people of the book, rather they used to worship icons 


and idols. And it is known that the kufr of the murtadd is more severe than the 
kufr of the kafir asli due to the evidences we have presented. The joy in the 
victory of the people of the book over the mushrikin in these times, is like this, 
and then, because their kufr due to their riddah from Islam is more severe than 
the original kufr, but when the Christians conquered the Turks in this time and 
being the lowest of the enemy, had they left them behind and these matters 
became clear to them due to their evil and the severity of their harm upon the 
people of Islam, we used to supplicate to Allah and ask Him to divide these and 
those into groups, and make each taste the other’s mischief, and that they 
become preoccupied with each other, and that He does not unite them under 
one banner, that He does not give them authority over Islam, and to 
perpetuate war between them, and to make the people of Islam safe and 
sound from the evil of these and those, and to support His din, His Messenger, 
His Book and His believing servants. And this response is for those who see the 
kufr of this state, and as for those who do not see its condition, then for them 
is a different answer. 


Further, it has reached me that some people said, after these words had 
reached them from me: “If he says this then we do not obey him.” They 
thought that | made this up and claimed that what we quoted from Shaykh al- 
Islam Muhammad b. ‘Abdil-Wahhab, was contrary to what we said. Although 
what we quoted from him is mentioned in his books regarding His saying: “And 
[He revealed] that the masajid are for Allah, so do not invoke with Allah 
anyone.” (al-Jinn 18) as we have clarified above. 


Then if we suppose that Shaykh al-Islam Muhammad b. ‘Abdil-Wahhab said 
something contrary to what we have quoted from him, then it was contrary to 
what the scholars have agreed upon, as was mentioned by Shaykh al-Islam Ibn 
Taymiyyah above, and the ijma’ of the scholars is an evidence, and it is 
prohibited to oppose it. But, it has been shown from the speech of the Shaykh 
— may Allah have mercy on him — when he said: “and all from this degree, had 
you done these with them, some of those who were with you will leave you 
behind.” And Allah’s help is sought. And I do not think that any of the Muslims, 
who has knowledge and belongs to the people of fairness, had he heard the 
words of Shaykh al-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah and what was mentioned of ijma’ that 
he would contradict it in its entirety or based on an unverified quotation, or 


the agreed-upon and truthful speech of the scholars. And when this is the case, 
we have to add clarification to what Shaykh al-Islam mentioned regarding the 
issue of fighting the Tatars. He — may Allah the Highest have mercy on him — 
said: “It is established in the sunnah that the punishment of the murtadd is 
most severe than the punishment of the kafir asli in several ways, including: 
that the murtadd is killed in any case, and no jiziyah is accepted from him, and 
no dhimmah is contracted for him, unlike the kafir asli. Including that the 
murtadd is killed even if he is unable to fight, unlike the kafir asli who is not 
from the people of fighting. So, he is killed according to majority of the 
scholars, such as Abu Hanifah, Malik, and Ahmad. And this is the madhhab of 
the jumhur, that the murtadd is killed, according to the madhhab of Malik, 
Shafi’l, and Ahmad. Including, that he does not inherit, is not married, and his 
slaughtering is not eaten, unlike the kafir asli, and other ahkam. And if riddah 
from the foundation of the din is more severe than (original) kufr in it, and 
riddah from its legislations is more severe than the departure of the original 
outsider from its legislations, for this reason, every mu’min who knows the 
condition of the Tatars and knows that the murtaddin among them are from 
the Persians, Arabs, and others, are worse than the kuffar asliyyin from the 
Turks and others like them, and after they spoke the two testimonies while 
leaving many of the legislations, they are better than the murtaddin from the 
Persians, Arabs, and others. Thus it becomes clear that those who were with 
them from the original Muslims are worse than the Turks who were kuffar (in 
origin), for if the original Muslim turns away from some of the legislations, he 
will be in a worse condition than those who have not yet entered into them, 
such as withholding zakah and what is similar to that, whom the Siddiq fought. 
And whether the one who commits riddah from some of the legislations is a 
fagih, an ascetic, a merchant, a writer, or otherwise, then these are worse than 
the Turks who did not enter into those legislations and were not determined 
upon Islam in the first place. For this reason, the Muslims find from them 
(murtaddin) harm to the din, which they do not find from the others. And them 
entering Islam and its legislations, and obeying Allah and His Messenger, Is 
greater than that of those who have apostatized from some of the din and then 
returned to it, even if they pretended to be affiliated to ‘ilm and din. 


And most of them are the following: mulhid, nusayri, isma’ili, or a rafidhi. And 
the best of them are the pantheist-jahmis, or what is similar to them, because 
only a munafiq, a zindiq, or a fasiq fajir will voluntarily join them.” End quote. 


So consider — may Allah have mercy on you — his saying: “And if riddah from 
the foundation of the din is more severe than (original) kufr in it, and riddah 
from its legislations is more severe than the departure of the original outsider 
from its legislations” until he said: “Thus it becomes clear that those who were 
with them from the original Muslims are worse than the Turks who were kuffar 
(in origin), for if the original Muslim turns away from some of the legislations, 
he will be in a worse condition than those who have not yet entered into them” 
until the end of his speech. Then, if you are acquainted with that, it will 
become clear to you that these Turks, even if they testify to the two 
testimonies, are more severe in their kufr on account of their riddah from 
Islam, and their harm to Muslims is greater than that of the Christains, as 
stated by Shaykh al-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah — may Allah sanctify his soul. “but 
Allah says the truth, and He guides to the [right] way.” (al-Ahzab 4) And may 
the salah and salam of Allah be upon Muhammad, his family and companions. 
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Translator’s note: May Allah make this an evidence for me and not against me, 
and likewise for whoever contributed, and may Allah make this beneficial to 
whoever reads it, and acts upon what they have learned from it. Amin. 
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